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forth hereinbeiow. Applicants request net the §§G2 S Kudos and 1. 03(a) t \ ( 
wild the pending rlaims be withdrawn. 
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.t he P\andw:r states that the iuuitaiioa Geicrudyiug the highest score e; said piortdity t 
scores rani identifying the customers stsbtrs.ani.iaHy scoring the highest score" o.f ehtirn 23 Is no; 
disclosed in the speeUsoation and tine the Applicants tail U> point oat and distinct iy claim the 
subject matter of their invention. { hwvevee Applicants maintain that this limitation ss taught i 
the speelfaaaion on page 1-1 which states. "'The Customer-Based targeting of Table 3 in PIG. ■■ 
obtained by seleelrog from the same probability matrix of FIG. 3 the two prturtotionai offers o 
highest probability tor each castom.erA Speebicabtm, i 4:3-5. As such, a highest score is 
selected and a easterner is identified for the highest setae. Applicants respeotfady request the 
the rejections to claim 23 under 3112 first and second paragraphs, be withdrawn ion at least li 
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\ , comoaintx." Claim 23 further states that < one 1 more constraints are ^ ihsa qaantit 

KomoOomb otters arc to be distributed." Sridhur does ran teach dm use olAnch constraints. 

.As such. Applicants sab nut beat claim 23 is allowable over the bxarniner-eited prior a; 
An: Mid P §213 1 . Because a > "AT and 24-27 depend from and incorporate ah of the 
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presents a measure oi any probability on > graphical display, ibgure 7 merely depnas 
AiPbtrnation available tor the viewing oh the subscriber/' Sridhar, paragraph 23b. The 
information is not a measure ' aeeeptaoee probability. , rather consists of ran- data, in 
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accural paragraph. Applicants have amended ihe language of claim 20 in remove reference to a 
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r .submit th ndep c n s not an ate - tr because 
Srkihar hah; to teach or suggest each and every limitation oiAralepemient claim 20. bee blppp 
§2131. More particularly. Applicants submit thai Sndhar hah to teach or suggest, among other 

esbiaalod prohalaaa p I::-. I: igflsb era er eon* ■ ;o ached in claim 20, 

t ar sabstandaiiy the same reasons staled above 1 reference a claim 23. Applieams 
submit thai claim 2.0 is likewise allowable over the Hxamineoehed prior art .See hiP.hP f-2 1 3 1. 
Because claiors 2 I aad 22 depend tram and incorporate all of the hmhabous of claim 2(5, claims 
2 I and 22 arc likewise allowable over ihe fesammc-r-ched prior art. Accordingly. Applicants 
request that the § 1 02(e) resection associated with claims 20-22 be withdrawn. 

Ah of ihe stated grounds of rejection have been properly traversed, accommodated or 
rendered moot, Applicants theretere respectfully request she.t she Examiner reconsider and 
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